Application No. 10/070,349 
Amendment Dated 10/29/2004 
Reply to Office Action of 10/15/2004 

had been filed. During the conversation Mr. Wilson also confirmed that the undersigned 
counsel, who also is the attorney that signed the Terminal Disclaimer submitted in the previous 
response, was, in fact, a practitioner at Customer No. 03000. 

Based on the telephone interview with Examiner Wilson it is applicant's understanding 
that the previously filed Terminal Disclaimer does comply with the Rules of Practice and that it 
would overcome the double-patenting rejection, which presently is the only rejection in this 
application. 

In view of the facts set forth herein, applicant respectfully requests that the Terminal 
Disclaimer filed in response to the previous Office Action be entered, that the present double- 
patenting rejection be withdrawn and that this application be passed to issue. 


Respectfully submitted, 


CAESAR, RIVISE, BERNSTEIN, 
COHEN & POKOTILOW, LTD. 


October 29, 2004 



Martin L. Faigus 
Registration No. 24,364 
Customer No. 03000 
(215) 567-2010 
Attorneys for Applicants 


Please charge or credit our 
Account No. 03-0075 as necessary 
to effect entry and/or ensure 
consideration of this submission. 
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